ASFC 83-5-M 


CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY 
COUNCIL OF THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE 
Minutes of the meeting held on Friday, May 6, 1983 


Present: M. Singer, Chairman, R. Breen, D. Taddeo, J. Chaikelson, 
R. Roy, J. Princz, C. Foster, T. Artuckle-Maag, K. Bindon, 
A. Broes, D. Dicks, R. Diubaldo, J. Doyle, C. Kalman, K. 
Kusano, B. Lewis, M. Oppenhéim, F. MacLeod, S. McEvenue, 
D. McDougall, G. Newsham, R. Pallen, B. Petrie, H. Proppe, 
A. Ross, J. Ryan, B. Sahni, L. Sanders, H. Shulman, G. 
Taggart, G. Trudel, A.M. Ketter, J. Young, A. Megann, D. 
Fleming, J. Griffin. 


Absent with Regrets: C. Bertrand, A. Galler, K. Riener, M. Squires. 


Guests: J. Drysdale, S. Richard, F. Krantz, W. Sellers, J. Stewart, 
R. Swedburg, G. Geddes (English). 


1. Call to Order 


The meeting was called to order at 9:30 a.m. 


2. Approval of Agenda 


83-5-1 It was moved and seconded (Doyle/Kusano) to approve the agenda as 
circulated. 


Vote: Carried 


3. Chairman's Remarks 


Provost Singer reminded the members of Council that the Arts and 
Science graduation convocation ceremonies would be held on Sunday, 
June 19th at 2:30 p.m. for Divisions I and III, and at 8:30 p.n. 
for Divisions II and IV. 


The Chairman said he had been asked by Prof. Drysdale (Asst. Dean, 
Curriculum) to report that the discussions which had taken place 
between the representatives from the Political Science Department 
and the School for Community and Public Affairs about internships 
and their implications for government positions, following the 
debate that took place in Council a year ago, proved satisfactory 
to all concerned. Therefore, he did not propose to bring the item 
on to an agenda of Council for formal discussion. 


The Provost reported that he had been asked by Prof. Coyte, Chairman 


of the sub-committee of the Curriculum Committee charged with the 
appraisal of Science and Human Affairs, to inform the Council that 
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the sub-committee does not feel it is appropriate to continue 
its work but that it would be more appropriate to ask the Vice- 
Rector Academic to begin the process of evaluating the pro- 
gramme administratively in terms of its feasibility for the 
future. 


The Chairman said that he had been asked by Vice-Rector Daniel 
to inform the members of Council that the Tenth Anniversary 
Committee is actively soliciting ideas on how the tenth anni- 
versary can be celebrated. 


Finally, the Provost announced that a formal policy on competency 
in written expression is now in existence and that a letter to 
explain the policy is being sent to all students who are accepted 
by the University. 


Provost Singer proposed that a time limit be placed on each of 

the items on the agenda in an attempt to get through it and that 
Steering Committee had proposed that 45 minutes, maximum,be de- 
voted to the Curriculum Reports; 45 minutes for the Report of the 
College Evaluation Committee, and one hour for the Phase II Report, 
after which a light lunch would be provided. This arrangement had 
been made because of the limited facilities available due to a 
major conference being held on campus. The meeting would be re- 
sumed after a short lunch break. 


Questions and Announcements 


On behalf of the Psychology summer students, Prof. Maag asked why 
"Special Students" from other universities were permitted to re- 
gister on the first day of registration which resulted in Concordia 
honours, majors and specialization students not being able to get 
the courses they needed. She said that departments should have 
been notified of the number of special students to expect. 


Provost Singer volunteered to investigate the situation. 
5. Elections (ASFC 83-5-D1) 


83-5-2 It was moved and seconded (Sahni/Roy) to accept the 
slate of nominees presented by the Steering Committee (ASFC 83-5~Dl1). 


Vote: Carried 
(1) Senate 


It was explained that only three of the nominees contacted for 
positions on Senate had accepted and because the slate was not 
complete the names of Profs.Maag, McEvenue, and Lightstone had 
been left off the nominations list. 
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It was moved and seconded (Sahni/Oppenheim) to accept the 
three nominations. 


Vote: Carried 


Five vacancies remain on Senate. 


(2) Senate Library Committee 


It was moved and seconded (Ryan/Roy) to approve the nomination, 
proposed by Steering Committee,of Profs. Martin (Division I), 
M. Shames (Division II) and B. Frank (Division III). 


Vote: Carried 


Prof. Maag, seconded by Prof. Oppenheim, nominated Prof. N. 
Segalowitz (Psychology) to run for the Division IT position. 


An election was held for the position of the Division II re- 
presentative and was won by Prof. Shames (Psychology). Profs. 
Martin (English) and Frank (Physics) were declared elected by 
acclamation. 


(3) Fellowships, Scholarships and Awards Committee 


It was moved and seconded (Sahni/Roy) to approve the nomination 
of Prof. H. Shulman (Political Science) for a position on the 
Fellowships, Scholarships and Awards Committee. 


Vote: Carried 


Prof. Shulman was elected by acclamation. 


(4) Computer Science Sub-Committee of UCCC 


(5) 


Profs. H. Proppe (Mathematics) and D. Dicks (Education) were 
elected by acclamation to serve on the Computer Science Sub- 
Committee. Prof. Dicks will replace Prof. Hubbard for a one- 


year term. 


Board of Graduate Studies 


Three names were presented by the Steering Committee for positions 
on the Board of Graduate Studies: Profs. E. Pechter (English), M. 
Oppenheim (Religion), and S. Misra (Physics). No name was given 
for the one-year replacement because the Secretary was unable to 
reach Prof. I. Smith (History) who had been nominated by the Steer- 
ing Committee. It was agreed that an attempt be made to reach him 
before the lunch break. 
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Prof. Taggard nominated Prof. Newsham. 
Vote: Carried 


Prof. Smith was contacted and agreed to serve. An election 
was held between Profs. Smith and Newsham for the one-year 

term and was won by Prof. Smith. Profs. Pechter, Oppenheim 
and Misra were elected by acclamation. 


(6) Arts and Science Committee to Supervise Elections 


Profs. H. Angell (Political Science), S. Casey (Classics) and 
R. Cronin (Biol. Sc.) were elected by acclamation to the Com- 
mittee to Supervise Elections. 


(7) Arts and Science Curriculum Committee 


Prof. Broes nominated Prof. Ryan for the Division I position on 
the Curriculum Committee. 


An election was held between Prof. Preston, nominated by the 
Steering Committee, and Prof. Ryan, and was won by Prof. Ryan. 


Those elected by acclamation were Prof. R. Schmid (Education), 
Division II representative, and Prof. N. Belmore, (TESL), member- 
at-large. Each will serve a three-year term. 


(8) Faculty Honours Committee 
Prof. R. Cronin (Biol. Sc.) was elected by acclamation to the 
Faculty Honours Committee to represent Division III. 


(9) Student Request Committee 


Prof. C. Eappen (Physics) was elected by acclamation to the Stu- 
dent Request Committee to represent Division III. 


(10) Humanities Graduate Studies Committee (Ph.D. Humanities) 


Prof. C. Davis (Religion) was elected to the Humanities Graduate 
Studies Committee by acclamation. 


(11) Advisory Committee on Computer Resources and Utilization 


Profs. R. Hall (Mathematics) and T. Buckner (Sociology) were 
elected by acclamation to the Advisory Committee on Computer 
Resources and Utilization. 


(12) University Registration Committee and the 
(13) Arts and Science Implementation Committee 


Dean Taddeo was elected to both the University Registration Com- 
mittee and the Arts and Science Implementation Committee by accla- 
mation. 
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(14) College Evaluation Committee - Science College 


(7) 


Profs. D. Shapiro (Economics) and S. Kubina (Electrical Eng.) 
were elected by acclamation to the College Evaluation Committee. 


Elections for the remaining four positions will be held at the 
next meeting. 


Curriculum Committee Reports 


Asst. Dean Drysdale presented the Curriculum Committee Reports 
to the Council. 


a) Report 39U - Curriculum Change Proposals 1984-85, New 


Programmes (ASFC 83-5-D2) 


It was moved and seconded (Sahni/Proppe) to approve the proposal 
for the creation of a Diploma in Computer-Assisted Learning. 


Asked to report on resource implications of this programme, Dean 
Chaikelson said that it can be handled on a no cost basis at the 
present time because the Education Technology facilities can be 
utilized together with off-campus facilities supplied by the 
School Boards, but eventually the University will need a micro- 
computer teaching laboratory. 


Prof. Drysdale drew attention to the target starting date of 
September 1983. 


The question was called on the motion and it was carried. 


It was moved and seconded (Petrie/Kalman) to approve the proposal 
for a B.A. Specialization in Anthropology and Sociology. 


Vote: Carried 


b) Report 40U - Curriculum Change Proposals 1984-85(ASFC 83-5-D3) 


In presenting the report to Council, Asst. Dean Drysdale drew 
attention to the errata sheet that was distributed at the start 
of the meeting, as well as a new page, numbered 33a, and a re- 
placement for page 62. 


It was moved and seconded (Taddeo/Petrie) to approve the curri- 
culum change proposals for Division I submitted for the Depart- 
ments of Classics, Communications Studies, English, History, 
Journalism, Library Studies and Philosophy. 


In answer to a question from Dean Chaikelson concerning the posi- 
tion of the Curriculum Committee on the use of parallel courses, 
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(i.e., the same course being offered as both a three-credit 
and a six-credit course), Asst. Dean Drysdale was asked to 
submit a report to Council. 


Prof. Broes, after explaining the use of parallel courses in 
his department, agreed to the deletion of the words "such as" 
in the second line of the description for ENGL C321 in the 
errata page of Report 40U. 


Dean Chaikelson questioned the use of the title Shakespeare I 
for ENGL C3213 and Shakespeare II for ENGL C3223 when students 
are not required to take the courses in sequence. 


It was left to the Curriculum Committee to decide if a change 
should be made. 


A vote was taken on the motion to approve the changes in Divi- 
sion I and it was carried. 


In presenting the changes for Division II, Prof. Drysdale informed 
the members of Council that the Applied Social Science Department 
had requested that its proposal for the deletion of APSS C3213 be 
withdrawn (p.11). He said that the rest of the page had been left 
blank because there are a few loose ends still to be worked out 
between the Department and Curriculum Committee which may necessi- 
tate an addendum to the report being submitted in September. This 
also applies to the submission for the Political Science Department. 


It was moved and seconded (Roy/Dicks) to approve the Curriculum 
Change proposals for the Departments of Applied Social Science, 
Education, Political Science, and Sociology and Anthropology in 
Division III, as amended. 


Vote: Carried 


Prof. Drysdale gave a short resumé of the proposed changes in 
Division III. 


It was moved and seconded (Kalman/Trudel) to approve the curri-~ 
culum changes for the Departments of Chemistry, Exercise Science, 
Physics, and Recreation and Leisure Studies in Division III. 


Provost Singer invited Dean Roy to speak on the proposal for 
Recreation and Leisure Studies, saying that it was the wish 
of Council at a meeting held on October 22 last year, to have 
the Deans and Provost undertake a review of the programme. 


Dean Roy reported that the Deans and Provost considered the 
matter referred to in the Curriculum Committee's report at a 
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number of meetings and that a sub-committee comprised of 

Dean Chaikelson and himself carried out a number of inter- 
views with faculty members involved in teaching the programme, 
the Director, students in the programme as well as input in 

the form of a substantial number of written submissions from 
the students together with the original curriculum proposals, 
the Appraisals Committee Report, and in particular the re- 
commendations of the external consultant. The general con- 
clusion reached by the Deans and Provost is that in view of 

the well established student demand and the unique character 

of the programme in English language universities in Quebec, 

the Recreation and Leisure Studies programme should continue 

to be offered with appropriate curricular modifications, strict 
admission quotas, administrative reorganization, and additional 
human resources allocations. With reference to the curriculum 
changes now before Council he said it is clear that this is an 
interdisciplinary multi-departmental effort and that it is a 
programme which is realistic in terms of the internal expertise 
we have. The programme should be modernized, be flexible, have 
academic creditability and meet the vocational needs of students 
who wish to pursue a car€er in this area. The result of the re- 
view is that the proposal before Council is a compromise on some 
issues but at the same time, reflects a compromise in which all 
parties can be well satisfied and the proposals for the Speciali- 
zation and Major in Recreation and Leisure Studies contained in 
the Curriculum Committee's Report has the support of the Deans 
and Provost. Dean Roy noted that some action has already been 
taken on the matter of quotas in that admissions will be limited 
to forty students (new admissions, mature students, and trans- 
fers) each year, including the current year, until such time as 
faculty resources allow further increases. 


Although the external evaluator recommended consideration of 
independent departmental status, the Deans feel that the number 
of faculty members involved and the interdisciplinary nature of 
the programme precludes granting independent status. However, 
in fairness to the programme, Dean Roy said he feels that the 
programme is misplaced in reporting to the Dean of Division III 
and does not have the kind of priority it deserves were it to 
report to a Social Sciences area. To this end, the Deans are 
considering the possibility that this multi-disciplinary area, 
with a strong social sciences orientation, be associated with 
an appropriate department in the social sciences area, and will 
submit a recommendation to Council within a short time. 


With regard to student advising, Dean Roy said that the Deans 


are of the opinion that all faculty members concerned with the 
programme should become involved in student advising. 
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Finally, with regard to the question of human resources, it 
was said that the Deans are prepared to make a number of 
changes through the combination of internal transfers and 
annual appointments, and the hiring of additional part-time 
lecturers. 


Prof. Maag asked that it be noted that in the submission for 

the Recreation and Leisure Studies programme, Psychology C286, 
C310, and C315 have the prerequisite of Introductory Psychology 
which was omitted. She went on to say that the course Psychology 
C200, is a prerequisite for all other courses in Psychology. She 
added that she had found, to her horror, that the statement to 
that effect had been deleted from the calendar, and from the 
Psychology profile, and that she intended to take the matter 

up with the Curriculum Committee. 


Prof. Taylor recalled that her Department had been denied per- 
mission to include courses from another Faculty in one of its 
programmes because of the lack of space. She asked what guarantee 
there was that Arts and Science students would be allowed to re- 
gister for Commerce courses given in this proposal. 


Prof. Drysdale replied that there was an informal assurance given 
in Senate by the Faculty of Commerce that efforts would be made in 
the future to accomodate demands from our students but that there 
has been no official exchange of documents to that effect. He 
noted, however, that the courses referred to in this programme 

are not new courses, but are courses which have been required 

for several years. 


Prof. Maag pointed out that students who enter the programme with 
a Psychology profile will not be able to take Management C213 be- 
cause it is the same course as Psychology C200 taught by the 
Management Department. 


The motion to approve the curriculum changes in Division III was 
voted on and it was carried. 


83-5-12 It was moved and seconded (Sahni/Ryan) to approve the Curriculum 
Change proposal for Liberal Arts College in Division IV. 


Vote: Carried 


83-5-13 It was moved and seconded (McEvenue/Oppenheim) to approve the 
proposal for a grade performance requirement in specialization 
programmes. 


Vote: Carried 
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ec) Report 41U - Curriculum Committee Report on Recommendations 
of the College Evaluation Committee (ASFC 82-5-D2): Recom- 
mendations 13-16 on the Centre for Mature Students 


Prof. Drysdale presented Report 41U of the Curriculum Committee 
to Council by saying that the recommendations had been referred 
to the Committee last Fall by the Council at the time the report 
on the Centre for Mature Students was considered. He noted that 
the recommendations had been taken under advisement and that 
Recommendation 15 has already been approved by Council and 
Senate. 


It was moved and seconded (Kalman/Oppenheim) to approve 
Curriculum Committee Report 41U on Recommendations 13-16 on 
the Centre for Mature Students. 


Vote: Carried 


The recommendations contained in the report and approved by 
Council state: 


"1. That Council refer Recommendations 13, 14, and 16 to the 
Centre for Mature Students for study and report to the Curri- 
culum Committee by March 1984; 


2. That Council request that the Centre for Mature Students 
consult the Provost regarding questions of the advisability and 
feasibility of implementing these recommendations and include 
the conclusions in its report to the Curriculum Committee; 


3. That Council request a report from the Curriculum Committee 
on the recommended disposition of these recommendations by May 
1984." 


Report of the College Evaluation Committee (ASFC 83-5-D5) - 
School of Community and Public Affairs, Lonergan University 


College, Liberal Arts College 


Provost Singer pointed out that Prof. Oppenheim (Religion) who 
is a member of Council, served on the College Evaluation Com- 
mittee and had been asked by the Committee to present the 
Report to the Council. He noted that another member, Prof. 
Stewart, was present at the meeting and he requested that 

she be given speaking privileges. The other members of the 
Committee are M. Singer, (Chairman); M. Farrell, (Education) ; 
S. Friedland, (Fine Arts); and L. Harries (student). 
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Prof. Oppenheim thanked all the members of the Committee, parti- 
cularly the student member, for their diligent work. He said 
that the Committee found the task of evaluating the three very 
different units strenuous, but on the other hand, very interest- 
ing. He thought it important to point out that we have at Con- 
cordia, an example of units that are doing an excellent job 

of both educating students and encouraging faculty to see new 
ways of looking at their fields and engaging in research. He 
noted that all three external evaluators were extremely impressed 
by the units. He said that most of the recommendations of the 
Committee were the result of the sincere and honest evaluations 
of the principals, fellows and students in the units. He en- 
couraged members of faculty to explore the colleges and noted 
that one third of the faculty of Arts and Science had partici- 
pated in the college experience and that one of the hopes of the 
Committee is that there will be even more and broader participation 
by faculty. 


Prof. Oppenheim then referred to the Report itself. He read the 
mandate of the Committee and outlined the procedures followed 
by the Committee in carrying out its mandate. 


School of Community and Public Affairs 


Prof. Oppenheim outlined the history of the School of Community 
and Public Affairs and presented the Committee's findings saying 
that, " From the evaluation results it has become clear that the 
School is a valuable unit of our Faculty, unique in Canada because 
of its multidisciplinary blend of community and public affairs at 
the undergraduate level. With respect to the criteria elaborated 
in our mandate, there is no doubt that the School is attracting to 
Concordia University students who would otherwise have gone else- 
where; similarly, there is strong evidence that the School has 
made a positive impact on the quality of education of its students 
etree Finally, the Committee acknowledges the contribution of 
Principal Kathryn Bindon, whose enthusiasm and vision have -+-. 
according to many of those who responded to our question -- been 
critical to the current success of the School." 


It was moved and seconded (Oppenheim/Trudel) that Council adopt 
the Report of the Evaluation Committee on the School of Community 
and Public Affairs, (ASFC 83-5-D5) and the recommendations con- 
tained therein. 


Prof. Bindon said that the students and faculty members of the 
School met the previous week to discuss the Report and she was 
asked to convey and note several points to Council: 1) to thank 
the Evaluation Committee very much because the document represents 
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the analysis and discussion of a great deal of material; 2) 

the process forced the school to look at past experience and 
focus on areas they thought needed change and to consider the 
future; 3) she was asked to note particularly, that both numer- 
acy and literacy have always been and will continue to be one 

of the priorities of all faculty members of the School; 4) she 
expressed a debt of thanks to Deans Chaikelson and Taddeo who 
have supported the School's faculty and students, and to the Chair- 
men of the Departments of Economics, Political Science, History, 
Communication Studies, Philosophy, Sociology; 5) to note that 
the members of the School look forward to enjoying the possi- 
bility of being able to move in the directions that the re- 
commendations suggest. 


A vote was taken on the motion and it was carried. 


The recommendations of the College Evaluation Committee contained 
in the Report follow: 


(1) that the School of Community and Public Affairs be retained 
as a unit of the Faculty of Arts and Science; 


(2) that the School enhance the role of its faculty fellows: 


a) by increasing the number of departments represented; 
b) by increasing the number of resident fellows from two 
to three in the first instance; 
c) by working toward a greater sharing of administrative tasks; 
d) by maintaining an appropriate balance between the need for 
continuity and the desirability of turnover; 


(3) that the School review its curriculum in order to place more 
emphasis on computer literacy, data analysis and statistics; 


(4) that, in light of the special demands that are likely to be 
made of its graduates, the School develop means to improve 
the communication skills of its students; 


(5) that, in light of the critical role of the internship in 
its academic programme, the School be encouraged to assign 
to a specific individual (other than the Principal) res- 
ponsibility for the coordination of this task; 


(6) that the School be encouraged to develop more fully its 
potentially valuable relationship with the Institute for 
Research on Public Policy; 


(7) that, in light of its intensifying space problems, the School 
reevaluate its allocation of space at 2149 Mackay Street. 
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Lonergan University College 


Prof. Oppenheim said that although the Committee found that 

there was not a large student participation in the College at 
this time, what was happening in terms of the interaction of 

the Fellows was something very important. It was clear that 

this was a unit where the Fellows in particular, were under- 
going important experiences, were widening their horizens and 
their experiences were truely influencing their research. In 
summarizing the finds of the Committee he said that "it is evid- 
ent that the College has contributed substantially to the intell- 
ectual development of its faculty and students; on the other hand, 
it is clear that the College has not attracted to Concordia Univ- 
ersity significant numbers of students who would otherwise have 
gone elsewhere. The Committee is therefore attracted to the con- 
clusion of our external examiner that -- despite the positive im- 


pact on the education of a small group of students --- '... Lonergan 
is first and foremost a highly successful faculty development pro- 
gram' which '... now exists as one of the few and most successful 


endeavors of its kind in North American higher education." 
He then outlined the recommendations of the Committee. 


It was moved and seconded (Oppenheim/Kelter) that the Council adopt 
the Report of the College Evaluation Committee on Lonergan Univer- 
sity College and the recommendations contained therein. 


Prof. McEvenue thanked the Committee and Prof. Oppenheim for his 
generous statement. He agreed that there is a need for the College 
to change its image and to that end, had changed the calendar entry. 
He said that the difficulty the Committee had in understanding the 
College had to do with a structural fact which is different to the 
other units in that the College does not offer a programme as the 
other units do. In addition, the College recruits from within the 
University rather than from without. 


He said that the College Council had met the previous day but was 
unable to prepare an adequate response to the Report. However, it 
was prepared to accept the report from the Committee, but was con- 
cerned with the inclusion of the words "but only" in recommendation 
(1) that states "that the College be maintained but only with the 
modifications listed below:" He concluded by saying that he wished 
to accept the report in the name of the College reserving the right, 
probably at the September meeting of Council, to produce a specific 
reaction to individual modifications. 


A lengthy debate followed which centered on the questions of whether 
the College existed for the benefit of the Fellows or the students, 
ways of attracting students from outside the University, and the 
part other areas should play in supporting the College in directing 
Students to it. 
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One faculty member referred to the tremendous diversion of 
resources required in terms of faculty, space, secretarial 
assistance, and advertising to support encouragement of stu- 
dents in the programme and did not think it was justified in 
terms of FTE's. He questioned the existance of colleges on the 
basis of cost effectiveness and suggested that the biggest pro- 
blem for the Colleges in the future is to what extent the pool 
of faculty members, presently committed, is eventually going to 
wear down through attrition without the possibility for replace- 
ments. He questioned the continued necessity of the College 

if it has been unsuccessful in achieving the mandate of Council 
and Senate of attracting students to the University who would not 
have come otherwise. 


It was moved and seconded (Shulman/Taylor) to amend the first 
recommendation to "(1) that the College be retained and modi- 
fied as outlined below;". 


Vote: Carried 


Dean Taddeo asked for a ruling from the Chair on the request 
made by Prof. McEvenue in his opening remarks that his College 
Council submit its response to the recommendations and modifi- 
cations in the report in September because it had received the 
report just the previous day. 


Provost Singer stated that, in his capacity as Chairman of Council, 
it seemed to him that it would be better to have the issue decided. 
On the other hand, as Provost of the Colleges he did not think that 
it would be in the best interest of Lonergan University College to 
go through the next five months in a state of suspended animation. 
As Chairman of the Evaluation Committee, he was not in favour of 
dragging the matter on. 


Dean Taddeo commended Prof. Oppenheim and the Evaluation Committee 
for the work they did. He said it was not an easy exercise because it 
is painful to come to Council and have to discuss a situation where 
one of the criteria which it was asked to work with is one which is 
weak. He said that it is quite clear that unless something is done 
to rectify the situation the very existence of the College is 
questionable. He questioned the advisability of asking for a re- 
commendation in three years given the number of modifications pro- 
posed and the timing of the submission of the report. 


It was moved and seconded (Taddeo/McEvenue) that Recommendation 
(11) be modified to "that the College be re-evaluated within four 
years;'"' to remove the words "that the College re-evaluate its 
‘image’ in the University" from Recommendation (3), and to delete 
Recommendations (6) and (10). 
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Vice-Rector Breen pointed out that the problem with being 
presented with one motion containing four parts was that 
some members might agree with some sections but not others 
and therefore would be unwilling to vote for it. 


Following the discussion on the motion, it was agreed that 
each section would be voted on separately. 


A vote was taken on the amendment on Recommendation (3) and 
it was carried. (5 abstentions) 


The motion on Recommendation (6) was voted on and it was 
defeated. (3 abstentions) 


The motion on Recommendation (10) was voted on and was defeated. 
(7 abstentions) 


The amendment on Recommendation 11 was voted on and it was 
carried. (3 abstentions) 


The question was called on the approval of the main motion as 
amended and it was carried. 


The recommendations as amended and approved by Council follow: 


(1) that the College be retained and modified as outlined 
below; 


(2) that the College reformulate its formal objectives in 
accordance with its actual practices; 

(3) that the College take steps to make the community aware of 
both its objectives and its activities; 


(4) that the College be discouraged from moving the Faculty 
Seminar from the Lonergan premises; 


(5) that the College, in light of its decision to require student 
attendance at the Faculty Seminar, assign a six credit value 
to each Student Seminar instead of the current three credits; 


(6) that the College re-evaluate the role of the Visiting Fellow 
in the curriculum and explore the feasibility of using in- 
ternal faculty resources for this position; 


(7) that the College, in order to maximize the use of its re- 
sources, be encouraged to transform the Lonergan Seminar into 
a University-wide resource, disassociated from formal member- 
ship in the College. 


(8) that the College be encouraged to develop its role as a centre 
for faculty development at Concordia University; 
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@) that the College reformulate its current six credit 
elective requirement to encourage advanced work by stu- 
dents under the direction of individual fellows and to 
provide a senior seminar in which such work can be pre- 
sented; 


(10) that the College, if it is unable to attract sufficient 
numbers of student members and otherwise make greater use 
of the resources which have been assigned to it, draw up 
plans to rationalize its continued use of those resources; 


(11) that, in light of these many recommendations, that the 
College be re-evaluated within four years. 


The meeting was recessed for a thirty-minute luncheon break. 


Afternoon Session (1:40 p.m.) 


The Provost reported that the Steering Committee had met briefly 
during the luncheon recess and that it had recommended that the 
members of Council make every effort to complete their delibera- 
tions on the remainder of the College Evaluation Report and the 
follow up to the Phase II Report by 3:30 p.m. Also, he drew 
attention to, and explained the contents of, the document drawn up 
by the Steering Committee (ASFC 83-5-D6) distributed that morning, 
concerning the Phase II Report. 


Liberal Arts College 


Before presenting the Report of the College Evaluation Committee, 
Prof. Oppenheim informed the members of Council that the members of 
the Evaluation Committee, present at the meeting, had met briefly 
and he wished to report that one of the goals of the Committee 

had been met, that is, that Council is now more aware of the exist- 
ence of these units, of their vitality, and to some extent, of the 
problems. 


Prof. Oppenheim, in presenting the report on the Liberal Arts College, 
said that the Committee had received a very favourable report from 
the external evaluator and interesting and stimulating statements 
from the Principal, students and the fellows. Reading from the re- 
port, he said that "the Committee has been impressed by the overall 
achievement of Liberal Arts College. With respect to the criteria 
elaborated in our mandate, it is clear that the College has attracted 
to Concordia University significant numbers of fine students who would 
otherwise have gone elsewhere. It is also evident that the College 
has made a substantial impact on the intellectual development of 

many of its students. These conclusions are confirmed by the en- 
thusiastic report of our external examiner." 


He continued by saying that the Evaluation Committee's recommenda- 
tions centre around three areas: the problem of staffing courses, 
some suggested curriculum changes, its image and relationship with 
other units of the Faculty. 
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It was moved and seconded (Oppenheim/Taylor) that Council adopt the 
report of the College Evaluation Committee on the Liberal Arts Col- 
lege and the recommendations contained therein. 


Prof. Krantz was invited to respond to the report as was Prof. Shulman 
who is a member of Council and a member of the College. 


Prof. Krantz thanked the Evaluation Committee and Provost Singer for 
their work and he read a statement from the Liberal Arts College Council: 


The Liberal Arts College, with Provost Singer as invited guest, 
met on Wednesday, May 4, 1983, to discuss the Arts and Science 
Faculty Council College Evaluation Committee Report. While the 
Council is pleased to accept the Committee's positive recommend- 
ation and its recognition of the College's achievement in meet- 
ing the goals set for it five years ago, we would like to note 
that of these two goals, attracting students who would have gone 
elsewhere and achieving academic excellence, we put a greater 
weight on academic excellence. Our business is not principally 
to attract students from elsewhere but to educate the students 
that come to us. The College represents an alternative vision 
of education at the undergraduate level. 


The Council notes the report's reference to the enthusiastic 
responses of the College members, and very importantly, the 
distinguished external examiner, Prof. Jules Brody, French and 
Comparative Literature, Harvard University. L.A.C. also wishes 
to indicate that because of the vagueness of some recommendations 
and absence of supporting documentation in others, some of the 
specific recommendations of the Committee are difficult to under- 
stand. In this regard the College appreciates Provost Singer's 
recognition for the need of subsequent administrative develop- 
ment and a clarification of some recommendations and the imple- 
mentation of others. 


Rather than take the time of Council to go through each of the 
recommendations and to give the College Council's reaction to 

each one, Prof. Krantz suggested that it might be preferable for 
the College Council to invite the Committee to meet with it sub- 
sequently to review the recommendations. He noted that the Col- 
lege Council understands the spirit in which the recommendations 
are made, that a number of them are clear and well taken, but that 
some are in need of clarification. 


In the interest of uniformity, consistent with similar recommenda- 
tions for the other two colleges, Prof. Krantz asked that the words 
"but with" be deleted from the empowering phrase of the Evaluation 
Committee's general recommendation. 


Having given the reaction of the College Council to the Evaluation Report, 
Prof. Krantz said that his own reaction to the report is that each of the 
colleges is different, each of them is unique and, logically, it is dif- 
ficult to compare unique things. To evaluate unique things with the 

same criteria poses very difficult problems. Finally, he stated that 

one of the problems of the College has to do with the structure of the 
College in that it has many more applicants than it is able to admit, 
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perhaps four to five times that number. 


It was agreed that the word "but" would be removed from the first 
recommendation to be consistant with the amendment made in the 
first recommendation on Lonergan University College. 


Prof. Krantz said that his sense of the Committee's recommendations, 
given the comments made by Dean Taddeo earlier, is that they are not 
iron clad laws, but rather suggestions for the consideration of the 
College. He asked to have his statement recorded in the minutes. 


The Provost replied that he could not agree with that interpre- 
tation, but agreed that some of the recommendations were sugges- 
tions, some very strong suggestions, and if Council approves the 
document before it, then it would be quite legitimate to judge 

the College three, four, or five years from now on the basis of 
whether or not the College has fulfilled some of these suggestions, 
strong suggestions and directives. What is approved today would 
be added to the founding document as criteria by which the success 
or failure of the College will be judged. 


Prof. Taylor suggested that recommendations 2, 5, 7, 9 and 11 were 
in the form of directives to the College. 


Prof. Oppenheim added that there is no question about the continu- 
ing existence of the unit, so that to split it up the way Prof. 
Krantz suggested was fine, but also, the Committee agreed with 
Provost Singer's understanding of what "suggestion" and "recommenda- 
tion" mean. 


Given Provost Singer's statement, Dean Chaikelson suggested that 

the second recommendation should be modified. She felt that serious 
discussions should be two-way discussions and that the College Prin- 
cipal had made attempts to do that. She thought that what was needed 
was a dialogue more than a directive to one party to talk to others. 


In answer to Dean Chaikelson's comment, Prof. Oppenheim indicated that 
the intent of the Committee is that there be a real dialogue with ini- 
tiative from both sides. 


It was moved and seconded (Chaikelson/McEvenue) to amend Recommenda- 
tion (2) to read: “that serious discussions be initiated by the 


Deans and Provost between the College and departments in order to 
foster better understanding and a spirit of mutual cooperation.” 


Vote: Carried 


Dean Taddeo suggested that it would be helpful for Council to know 
what precipitated Recommendations (4), (5) and (6). 


With reference to Recommendation 4, Prof. Oppenheim explained that 
it was clear from the statements from the students themselves, 
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that they would like to have more input in the running of the 
College. It was not that there was a huge outcry that they 

were not involved at all, but that they would like more involve- 
ment. Concerning Recommendation 5, Prof. Oppenheim said that it 
has been recognized by the Principal and the Fellows that some- 
times there is not complete harmony between what is being taught, 
which is very demanding and often very diverse, and the capabi- 
lities of some of the people that the Principal is able to get, 
therefore, the suggestion of the Evaluation Committee is that 

there be more of a relationship between the two situations. He 
continued by saying that Recommendation 6 is a problem that the 
College itself has recognized, and a problem that we all have, 

of how much material must be cut from a course when first developing 
a programme and of being hopeful of being able to cover everything. 
This problem has been recognized by the College, and the Com- 
mittee supports its efforts in resolving the situation and suggests 
that the Fellows think about cutting back a little further on 

some of the required reading in order to give the students a 

little more depth. This idea came from the students. 


Prof. Taylor said that she had similar questions to Dean Taddeo's 
regarding Recommendations 7, 9, and 10 and found it difficult to 
interpret what is meant by the recommendations. She felt that 
more context was needed in order to understand the directives 

and that Council had been given the solutions without knowing 
what the problems are. 


With reference to Recommendation 7, Prof. Oppenheim said that in 
its founding document the importance of a second language for a 
real education is addressed, but the College has found that it is 
difficult to implement any particular ways of realizing that goal 
given the amount of units in the allotted work week and the Conm- 
mittee has suggested that the College try to initiate more signi- 
ficant efforts to bring about writing and teaching in a second 
language. 


With regard to Recommendation 9, Prof. Oppenheim noted that it is 
a key part of the recommendations. The Committee noted the pro- 
blem of staffing and wished to remind the College that there are 
a number of things that one has to look at when one tries to come 
up with a model for solving the problem - competence and continu- 
ity on the one hand, but also that participation in the life of 
the College is a privilege and something, it is hoped, that all 
faculty, ultimately, are able to do. It is the Evaluation Com- 
mittee's desire that the Colleges will always be open to new 
people for it is recognized by the Fellows of all the Colleges 
that the experience is helpful to the professors. The Committee 
is opposed to the closing of any of the Colleges to faculty. 


With respect to Recommendation 10, Prof.Oppenheim said that the 
College has a 42-credit major in Western Society and Culture and, 
in addition, it suggests that as part of the major there be 24 
other credits that one takes outside of the College in conjunction 
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with another department. This would constitute a major of 66 
credits and, as such, be contrary to the guidelines of the Fac- 
ulty. Therefore, the Evaluation Committee recommends that the 
problem be alleviated. Prof. Oppenheim concluded his explana- 
tion on the recommendations by saying that the Committee did 
not feel that it had to make specific recommendations, but to 
point to problems and to bring up issues that can be discussed. 


Prof. Krantz drew attention to the issue brought up by Dean 
Taddeo in his remarks, the issue of interpretation and tone. 

He agreed to a certain extent with Prof. Oppenheim's situational 
explanation of each of the recommendations. He stated that the 
College does not have a bilingual goal, but does encourage the 
use of a second language in the students' work. He said that 
the College is aware of the range of the curricula and the re- 
lation of faculty to it and it is hoped that a solution can be 
found. He thought that it was necessary to have the contextual 
framework to the report, otherwise many of the recommendations 
read as quite negative. That was part of the reaction of the 
College Council and the reason for his interpreting the recommenda-— 
tions as "suggestions" rather than "directives". 


Provost Singer said that he could not accept the notion that the 
College Evaluation Committee needs to justify to Council each of 
its recommendations in a statistical way because of the element 
of confidentiality that the Committee must operate under in order 
to achieve its mandate. Consequently, he found it necessary to 
reiterate his statement made earlier and asked to go on record as 
not being able to accept Prof. Krantz’ interpretation of the re- 
commendations before Council. 


Dean Taddeo said that he did not question the good faith of the 
Evaluation Committee but stated that there are other peer review 
mechanisms in the University and he cited the review mechanisms 
used in Graduate Studies for Masters and Doctorate studies that 
are chaired by peers in the University. The Board of Graduate 
Studies receives recommendations at the end of the year of the 
programmes that have been appraised which at times include re- 
commendations. He reiterated his request, made earlier, for a 
reasoning for the recommendations submitted by the Evaluation 
Committee in order that the recommendations have some impact and 
import, and that it should be possible to do so without betraying 
confidentiality. 


Dean Chaikelson suggested that for future reports the Council adopt 
the modifications,recommendations format of the Board of Graduate 
Studies which works very well. 


To clarify the situation, Prof. Taylor said that she interpreted 
what had been said to mean that the College will be evaluated the 
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second time around, on the basis of the discussion that had 
taken place at this meeting, at least in part, and the pro- 
vision of explanation of some of these recommendations is, 
therefore, vital so that minimally the minutes should include 
Prof. Oppenheim's clarification of the recommendations quite 
totally. 


It was agreed that Prof. Oppenheim's explanation on the reason- 
ing for the recommendations would be recorded in the minutes. 
(Recorded above.) 


Prof. Doyle asked how it was possible for students to combine 
a core curriculum (42 credits) with a major, specialization, or 
honours without going beyond the 90-credit limit. 


Prof. Shulman replied that arrangements had been made in cooper- 
ation with departments, to allow the department concerned to 
count twelve credits in the College towards its honours programme. 


The question was called on the motion to approve the College 
Evaluation Committee's report on the Liberal Arts College as 
amended and it was carried. (1 abstention) 


The recommendations on the Liberal Arts College as amended and 
adopted by the Arts and Science Council follow: 


(1) that the College be retained as a unit of the Faculty of 
Arts and Science with the modifications outlined below; 


(2) that serious discussions be initiated by the Deans and 
Provost between the College and departments in order to 
foster better understanding and a spirit of mutual cooper- 
ation; 


(3) that the College be encouraged to re-evaluate the way it 
describes its objectives and accomplishments, both within 
the University and outside it; 


(4) that the Principal actively solicit student input in esta- 
blishing the priorities of and administering the College; 


(5) that the College work toward a more even relationship be- 
tween its curriculum design and the competence of its faculty; 


(6) that the College be encouraged to examine its curriculum in 


order to reduce the volume of required readings, and thereby 
to provide the opportunity for greater depth; 
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(7) that the College critically review its commitment to 
"meaningful use of a second language" in its curriculum; 


(8) that, given the University's limited resources, the reliance 
of the College on team-teaching in first year courses be 
re-assessed; 


(9) that the College, in conjunction with the administration 
of the Faculty, work toward a model of faculty staffing 
that assures both competence and a degree of continuity, 
and that facilitates the participation of as many faculty 
Members as possible over time; 


(10) that the College review its major in Western Society and 
Culture in light of the curricular guidelines of the 
Faculty of Arts and Science; 


(11) that the College introduce a minor programme which, in line 
with its founding document, would allow students who are 
unable to complete the core-curriculum to receive recognition 
for their academic work in the College; 


(12) that the College be encouraged to make its resources more 
available to the wider University community, particularly 
by investigating the feasibility of offering some of its 
courses to non-College students. 


Resolutions of Senate on the Phase II Report - 
University Mission Stud ASFC 83-5-D6) 


In introducing item 8 to the Council, Provost Singer recalled that 
the Council, during its Phase II deliberations had asked that the 
final wording and work of Senate on the Phase II Report be sent 

back to the Arts and Science Council for its approval. That re- 
quest was refused but it was agreed that once the Senate debates 

on the report was concluded, the resolutions that were passed could 
be sent to the Councils for their comments and if responses were sub- 
mitted quickly, they could be included in the package to be sent to 
the Board of Governors. The Senate met last week at which time it 
considered a number of resolutions proposed by the Senate Steering 
Committee, but not all resolutions were appraised because the meeting 
was adjourned unexpectedly due to a loss of quorum. Provost Singer 
gave details of how that report was presented to Senate. He then 
explained the document prepared by the Steering Committee of Council 
(ASFC 83-5-D6) in which was listed for each recommendation a) the 
original statement as it appeared in the Phase II Report; b) the 
action taken by the Arts and Science Council and c) the resolutions 
of Senate. 
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83-5-21 It was moved and seconded (McEvenue/Ryan) that Council reaffirms 
and reiterates its concerns outlined in its resolutions; more- 
over, Council instructs the Chairman of Council to bring to the 
attention of the Board of Governors those areas of the original 
Faculty Council documents commenting on the Phase ITI Report 
(ASFC 83-4-D2/US-83-2-D4 and US-83-5-D6) that were not acted upon 
at the Senate meeting. 


Vote: Carried (unanimously) 


9. Recommendations of the Task Force Report on 
Core Curricula (ASFC 83-4-D5) 


The Chairman of Council gave a brief account of the round-table 
discussion on the Report of the Task Force on Core Curricula that 
took place at the last meeting. 


Vice-Rector Breen informed the members of Council that he regretted 
that he was unable to be present at the meeting when the tour-de- 
table had taken place. He congratulated the members of the Com- 
mittee for what he considered to be one of the better reports that 
has come out of the University and said that the members of the 
Task Force should be proud of their achievement and that faculty 
members and administrators in the University should feel proud of 
the document. He noted that the report has gone beyond the Univ- 
ersity and has reached other universities in the city. He said 
that the document is a commitment to a particular philosophy of edu- 
cation and it establishes our view that our graduates should have 

a certain breadth that will make it possible for them, upon gradu- 
ation, to have various options open to them. He thought that the 
document articulates very clearly the type of education that many 
people outside the university community would like graduates to 
have. To achieve that, it will be necessary to go beyond our own 
very particular parochial and departmental interests for the bene- 
fit of the students and for the benefit of the University. 


83-5-22 It was moved and seconded (McEvenue/Ryan) to adopt Recommendation 
(1) of the Report of the Task Force on Core Curricula (ASFC 83-4-D5). 


83-5-23 It was moved and seconded (Maag/Oppenheim) to replace the words 
“outlined in this report" with "outlined in Section IIc of this 
report". 


Vote: Carried 


Prof. Broes read a resolution of the Executive Committee of the 
English Department which was proposed at a meeting held on April 
28ths 


"The Executive Committee of the English Department unanimously 


opposes the acceptance of the Task Force Report on Core Curricula 
at this time and urges a much longer period to discuss both the 
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principles and practical implications of the Report as well as 
to develop possible alternatives." 


Prof. Broes distributed a statistical report in support of the 
resolution (ASFC 83-5-D8). 


Prof. Geddes supported the amendment and read a general state- 
ment that he had prepared (ASFC 83-5-D9, uncirculated). 


The question was called on the amendment and it was carried. 


A vote was taken on the approval of Recommendation (1), as amended, 
and it was carried (unanimously). 


It was moved and seconded (Sahni/Kalman) to approve Recommendation 


(2). 


Prof. Broes gave a brief explanation of the report he had dist- 
ributed and circulated two additional reports (ASFC 83-5-D10, 
ASFC 83-5-D1l1). 


A lengthy discussion followed during which time many opposing views 
were put forward, including the conviction that a feasibility study 
should first be carried out before a general education requirement 
is established and that a decision concerning item (3), the esta- 
blishment of a Centre for General Studies, should be made first. 
The debate was interrupted by Prof. Sahni who posed a procedural 
motion. 


It was moved and seconded (Sahni/Broes) to move to item (4) and 
that item (4) be amended to start with the ending of item (3) 
“establishes a Planning Committee whose mandate shall become 
effective June 1, 1983; to re-number item (4), item (5); and to 
assign number (6) to the fifth item. 


Vote: Carried 
(4 abstentions) 


It was moved and seconded (Trudel/Doyle) to table the first part 
of item (3) "approves in principle the establishment of a Centre 
for General Studies" until the report of the Planning Committee 
is submitted to Council. 


Vote: Carried 


It was moved and seconded (Sahni/Broes) that Council approve re- 
commendation New 4: "establishes a General Education Planning 
Committee whose mandate shall become effective as of June 1, 1983;" 


Vote: Carried 
(1 abstention) 
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83-5-28 It was moved and seconded (Sahni/Broes) to change the number of 
recommendation (4) to recommendation (5) and to approve the 
composition of the Committee as given. 


Vote: Carried 


The Council resumed its discussion on Recommendation (2) - 
motion 83-5-24, 


83-5-29 It was moved and seconded (Oppenheim/Pallen) to table the motion 
on Recommendation (2) in the light of the resolutions just adopted. 


It was pointed out that to table the motion would be unfair to 
those who were led to believe that it would be considered again 
after Council had acted on recommendations (3) and (4). 


It was agreed that the speakers list would be exhausted before 
the vote on the motion was taken. 


In support of his amendment, Prof. Oppenheim said that he had 

been instructed by his Department to report to Council that it 
agrees with the general understanding of general education guide- 
lines, with the need for more and better advising, however, it 
sees problems in the proposals. The Department members felt that 
most of the aims of general education are being met through exist- 
ing structures and find the proposals to be too coersive, too 
limited, and don't allow the kind of change and flexibility the 
students and faculty want. 


The discussion on the motion was interrupted by a debate on the 
meaning of the words "in principle". Several points of view were 
offered. Prof. Drysdale was asked to give his interpretation of 
"in principle". He stated that it involved three contingencies 
as follows: 


a) the tentative nature of the formulation of the requirement; 


b) the contingencies of implementation, i.e., that implementa- 
tion is not to be even recommended to Council until there 
are means (programmes, etc.) by which a student might ful- 
fill the requirement; 


c) that there is the forthcoming amendment to(6)j. which re- 
quires the feasibility study of the relationship between 
this general education requirement and the majors, honours, 
and specialization programmes, but indeed all aspects of that 
feasibility study are part of the contingency of the passage 
of this, "in principle". 


Prof. Drysdale asked that his interpretation be placed in the 


minutes so that, at least in the future when Council returns to 
this, it has some context for interpreting these troublesome words. 
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Prof. Singer asked for a vote on calling the question on re- 
commendation (2) and it was defeated. 


83-5-30 It was moved and seconded (Maag/Taylor) to amend recommendation 
(2) to read: "approves the establishment of a general education 
requirement for graduation from the degree programmes in the 
Faculty of Arts and Science subject to the proviso that the est- 
ablishment of this requirement is found to be feasible by this 
Council following receipt of the report from the General Edu- 
cation Planning Committee;" 


The tabling motion was withdrawn . 

Prof. Petrie reported that he had been instructed by his Depart- 
ment, and consistent with statements made by other department 
representatives, to inform Council that its members are opposed 
to the concept of the requirement and that he was instructed to 
vote against the recommendation. 

The question was called. 


The amendment was voted on and it was carried. 


The motion to approve recommendation (2) as amended was voted on 
and it was carried. 


83-5-31 It was moved and seconded (Trudel/Doyle) to table recommendation 
(3) until the report of the Planning Committee is submitted to 
Council. 


Vote: Carried 


83-5-32 It was moved and seconded (Bindon/Sahni) to approve recommendation 
(6). 
83-5-33 It was moved and seconded (Sahni/Oppenheim) to amend 6d to 


read "to recommend a suitable administrative structure". 


Vote: Carried 


83-5-34 It was moved and seconded (Kalman/Sahni) to add a third section 
to 6j: "III such review to include a critical assessment of the 
effect of these regulations on current major, specialization, and 
honours programmes". 


Vote: Carried 


wae /26 


83-5-35 


10. 


li. 


=96- 


It was moved and seconded (Newsham/Trudel) that recommendation 
(6) be amended to consist solely of section (j). 


Vote: Defeated 


Prof. Chaikelson pointed out that there was a problem with the 
wording of section (i) given the passing of the tabling motion 
on recommendation (3). 


Provost Singer assured Dean Chaikelson that the wording would be 
changed. 


The question was called on the approval of Recommendation (6) as 
amended and it was carried. 


The mandate of the General Education Planning Committee as amended 
and adopted by the members of Council is attached (appendix I, 
ASFC 83-5-D5, amended). 


Election of Members of the General Education Planning 
Committee (ASFC 83-5-D7) 


It was reported that the Steering Committee had drawn up a list of 
nominees for the six positions on the General Education Planning 
Committee but that only four names were being presented at this 
meeting. Provost Singer suggested that Council move to approve 
these names and then try to fill the remaining vacancies, includ- 
ing student vacancies, at the next meeting on May 24th. 


It was moved and seconded (Taddeo/Trudel) to accept the list of 
nominations presented by the Steering Committee. Vote: Carried 


Prof. Broes nominated Prof. Maag. 


Prof. Maag suggested that because of the importance of this conm- 
mittee, others might want to put forth other names and for that 
reason it might be best to put this item over to the next meeting. 


It was so agreed. 


Report of the Concordia Committee on the Status of Women - 
Weaving the Fabric of the Future 


Prof. McEvenue proposed that the Report on the Status of Women be 
returned to the Steering Committee to such time that a position 
paper can be prepared for discussion in Council. 


Provost Singer replied that the item had been placed on the agenda 


for this meeting because it is expected that the report will be 
considered at the next meeting of Senate. 
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Several suggestions were made on how to proceed on this item. 
Finally it was agreed that there would be a round-table dis- 
cussion on the Report at the meeting on May 24th following the 
closed session on the approval of graduation lists. 


12. Next Meeting 
Tuesday, May 24, 1983, 9:30 a.m. 


13. Adjournment 
83-5-36 The meeting was adjourned at 5:45 p.m. (Taddeo/Sahni) 


